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the disposal of the Government.l The bailiffs of Boroughbridge
answered a similar request by saying that they would rather die
than refuse to elect Salisbury's nominee.2 The corporation of
Ludlow alone refused to elect the person designated, as they
were bound to choose no one who was not a resident in their
town. They would, however, take care that their new member
should vote entirely according to the wishes of the Govern-
ment.3

The session commenced on February 9.    At a conference

on the 15th, Salisbury laid before the House of Commons an

1610       exposition of the condition of the Treasury.    As was

Meeting of   only natural, he laid far more stress on the necessities

Parliament.    Qf ^   ^^ ^^   Qn   ^  prodigality by which   t]iey

had, in a great measure, been caused. Nor did he fail to draw
attention to the exertions by which the debt had been reduced
to a sum of 3oo,ooo/.5 and the revenue had been brought to
within 46,ooo/.4 of the regular expenses, although the King
would need much more to supply his extraordinary expenditure.
He begged the Commons not to allow the ship of State to be
wrecked at the entrance of the port. He was obliged, in
noticing the objection that the King had been too prodigal of
his bounty, to fall back upon commonplaces on the necessity
of rewarding merit, and to quote the example of other princes
whose expenditure had been equally profuse. If the House
would consent to assist the King in his need, he would, on his
part, be ready to redress all just grievances.5

In taking the Treasurer's speech into consideration,  the
Feb is     Commons decided upon postponing the question of
Supply and   the supply to be granted for the payment of the debt,
support.       until they had determined upon some regular sup-
port by which the revenue itself might be permanently increased.

1  Render tc Salisbury, Oct. 21, S. P. Dom. xlviii. 116.

2  Bailiffs 01 Boroughbridge to Salisbury, Nov. 5, S. P. Dovi. xlix. ro.

3  Corporation of Ludlow to Salisbury, Dec. i, S. P. Dom. 1. I.

4  So he said.     The difference in the estimate, which is printed in
ParL Del. in 1610, Introd.  p. xii., and which is fixed by internal evi-
dence in the beginning of 1610, is 49,ooo/.    A few months later it was
56,ooo/.

5  ParL Deb. in 1610, p. i.    Harl MSS. 777, fol. I.